Sterilization, sexuality, and race at the Brandon Training School, 1915-1950

Reference points:  Marjorie Garber, “Spare Parts”; stuff on the mind/body dualism and Victorian female sexuality; stuff on the myth of the black rapist

Main insight:  

I am struck by the differential construction of inmate sexuality by gender and race at the BTS and in Vermont eugenic discourse in the period 1915-1950.

That “feebleminded” women of borderline intelligence are regarded as the greatest social and sexual threat, and as the most imperative candidates for segregation and sterilization, is not surprising given the dominant construct ion of female sexuality and reproductive capacity, which presupposes a stark mind/body dualism.  (the fecund, sexually available feeble-minded woman has her counterpart in the sexually sterile female intellectual who, according to Teddy Roosevelt and others, shirks her maternal obligation)

The preoccupation with feeble-minded women’s fertility and sexuality also reflects a broader tendency to blame women, rather than men, for pregnancy and other complications of sexual activity (e.g., women are likelier than men to be seem as carriers of venereal disease)

But I was not prepared to see how dismissive many eugenicists, welfare professionals, and institution administrators seem to be of the sexual threat posed by male inmates. 

DOCUMENT THIS:  proponents of sterilization stress the need to sterilize women more than men.  They suggest that male inmates are easier to control and regulate both inside and out of the institution.  There seems to be considerable complacency about the prevalence of masturbation and homosexuality among male inmates.   Investigators at BTS also dismiss the heterosexual aspirations of male inmates as ineffectual and nonthreatening.  There is a tendency to view inmate male sexuality as immature, never really reaching the level of active, heterosexual engagement.  (Freudian influence here?  Infantile male sexuality?)  Certainly, this could be seen as reassuring in its implications for the dominant construction of heterosexual masculinity.  
One exception to this overall impression is the recommendation in the 1946 comprehensive report of the need to intensify sexual segregation to prevent fraternization among male and female inmates.

Also, is it possible that racialized inmate masculinity is an exception to this broader pattern?  Is it possible to discern racial variations in this construction of inmate masculinity?  (primitive male sexuality – myth of black rapist – is there anything like this going on?)

Construction of inmate femininity by race – any evidence?  What about the extent of female homosexuality?

And what about differences between custodial and educable classes of men and women vis-à-vis the regulation of sexuality?

Things to look into more:

Quantify the practice of sterilization at BTS, if possible, by looking at the Biennial Reports, drawing on Gallagher, etc.  

Is it possible to determine the extent of sterilization by gender? By race?

Does the regulation of male sexuality at BTS and related institutions (VSH and VIS) vary by race?

Are nonwhite male subjects likely to undergo sterilization or be perceived as a sexual threat than white males?

How does the sexual double standard within institutions relate 

